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REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

Tbe real party in interest in tbis appeal is the following party: International Business 
Machines Corporation. 
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RELATED APPEALS AND INTETUHERENCES 

With respect to other appeals or interferences that will directly affect, or be directly affected 
by, or have a bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal, there are no such appeals or 
interferences. 
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STATUS OF CLAIMS 
A* TOTAL NUMBER OF CLAIMS IN APPLICATION 

Claims in the application are: 1, 5, 7, 8, and 12-24. 

B, STATUS OF ALL THE CLAIMS IN APPLICATION 

1 . Claims canceled: 2-4, 6, and 9- 11 . 

2. Claims withdrawn from consideration but not canceled: NONE 

3. Claims pending: 1 } 5, 7, 8, and 12-24. 

4. Claims allowed: NONE 

5. Claims rejected: 1, 5, 7, 8, and 12-24, 

6. Claims objected to: NONE 

C CLAIMS ON APPEAL 

The claims on appeal are: 1, 5, 7, 8, and 12-24. 
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STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 
There are no amendments after the final rejection. 
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SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

Independent claim 1: 

The present invention provides a method of communicating on a communication system 
having a client terminal connecting a server through a network and collaborating with other 
client terminals connected to said network. (Specification, page 11, lines 17-23) The present 
invention generates an image file in response to an operator of said client terminal specifying a 
screen range of said client terminal, wherein the image file is generated based on image data 
from the specified screen range. (Specification, page 17, line 6, to page 18, line 3) The present 
invention acquires an image file name from said server. (Specification, page 19, lines 4-9) The 
present invention converts said image file to generate a predetermined formed compressed image 
data which has a file name relating to said image file name. (Specification, page 18, lines 17-29) 
The present invention sends said predetermined formed compressed image data to said server. 
(Specification, page 19, lines 10-12) The preset invention posts the file name of said 
predetermined formed compressed image data to the client terminals collaborating with said 
client termi.ua)> (Specification, page 19, lines 13-14) 

Independent claim 5: 

The present invention provides a client terminal connecting a server through a network and 
collaborating with other client terminals connected to said network. (Specification, page 1 1 , lines 
1 7*23) The present invention has a screen range selector for specifying a screen range in response 
to operation for specifying screen range by an operator. (Specification, page 14, lines 6-8) The 
present invention has an image file generator for acquiring an image according to said screen range 
and generating an image file. (Specification, page 14, lines 8-9) The present invention has a file 
acquisition for acquiring an original name from said server. (Specification, page 14, lines 1 1-13) 
The present invention has an image file converter for converting said image file to generate a 
predetermined formed compressed image data. (Specification, page 14, lines 10-1 1) The present 
invention has a file transmitter for sending to said server said predetermined formed compressed 
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image data which has a file name relating to said original name. (Specification, page 14, lines 1 4- 
15) The present invention has a posting division for posting the file name of said predetermined 
formed compressed image data to the client terminals collaborating with said client terminal. 
(Specification, page 14, lines 15-16) 

Independent claim 7; 

The present invention provides a communication system having a first and a second 
client terminal connecting with a network and a server connecting said first and a second 
terminal through said network. (Specification, page 11, lines 17-23) The present invention has 
an image file generator for, in response to operation for specifying a screen range by an operator, 
generating an image file according to said operation. (Specification, page 14, lines 8-9) The 
present invention has a file name acquisition division for acquiring an original name from said 
server. (Specification, page 14, lines 11-13) The present invention has an image file converter 
for converting said image file to generate a predetermined formed compressed image data. 
(Specification, page 14, lines 10-1 1) The present invention has a file transmitter for sending to 
said server said predetermined formed compressed image data which has a file name relating to 
said original name. (Specification, page 14, lines 14-15) The present invention has a posting 
division for posting the name of said predetermined foraied compressed image data to said 
second client terminal. (Specification, page 14, lines 15-16) The present invention has a server 
comprising a file name generator for generating an original name capable of uniquely identifying 
said first client terminal in response to a request from said first client terminal and posting it to 
said first client terminal. (Specification, page 24, lines 7-15) The present invention has a second 
client terminal for displaying said predetermined formed compressed image data of said server 
on a Web browser on said second client terminal based on the name of said predetermined 
formed compressed image data sent from said first client terminal. (Specification, page 24, lines 
7-15) 
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Independent claim 8: 

The present invention provides a storage medium storing a software product for connecting 
a server through a network and controlling communication, performed on a communication system 
having a client terminal collaborating with other client terminals connected to said network. 
(Specification, page 1 1, lines 17-23) The present invention directs said client terminal to generate 
an image file in response to an operator of said client terminal specifying a screen range of said 
client terminal, wherein the image file is generated based on image data from the specified screen 
range. (Specification, page 17, lines 19-24) The present invention directs said client terminal to 
acquire an image file name from said server. (Specification, page 1 8, line 20 to page 19* line 3) 
The present invention directs said client terminal to convert said image file and generate a 
predetermined formed compressed image data which has a file name relating to said image file 
name acquired from said server. (Specification, page 1 8, lines 1 7-19) The present invention 
directs said client terminal to send predetermined formed compressed image data to said server. 
(Specification, page 18, lines 10-12) The present invention directs said client terminal to post the 
file name of said predetermined formed compressed image data to the client terminals collaborating 
with said client terminal. (Specification, page 18, lines 13-14) 
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GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

A- GROUND OF REJECTION (Claims 1, 5, 7, 8, and 12-24) 

Claims 1, 5, 7, 8, and 12-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being allegedly 
unpatentable over Hunt et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,764,235) in view of Amipam et al (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,862,330). 
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ARGUMENT 

A. GROUND OF REJECTION (Claims U 5, 7, 8. and 12-241 

The Office Action rejects claims 1, 5, 7-8 and 12-24 under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hunt et al. (U.S. Patent No, 5,764,235) in view of Anupam ct al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,862,330). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Al. Claims 1, 5, 7, and 8 

As to claims 1 , 5, 7 and 8, the Office Action, dated June 4, 2004, states: 
As per claims 1, 5 f 7-8, Hunt discloses: 

• Generating an image file in response to an operator of said client terminal 
specifying a screen range of said client terminal, wherein the image file is 
generated based on image data from the specified screen range (column 2, 
lines 34-40, column 3, lines 3-4, 6-10, 18-20, 47-52, column 5, lines 1-5, 
column 9, lines 40-42, column 1 ljijies 5-9, 31-33, 35-37, 40-42, column 12, 
lines 20-23,49-51); 

• Acquiring an image file name from said server (column 5, lines 34-55, column 
9, lines 29-42, column 10, column 12, lines 1-25); 

• Converting said image file to generate a predetermined formed compressed 
image data which has a file name relating to said unique image file name 
(column 1, lines 48-51, column 8, lines 50-52, column 9, lines 6-15); 

• Sending said predetermined formed compressed image data to said server 
(column 5, lines 18-33, 65-67, column 8, lines 31-52) 

Hunt does not explicitly disclose: 

• Posting the file name of said predetermined formed compressed image data to 
the client terminals collaborating with said client terminal. 

However, in an analogous art, Anupam discloses creating and joining a 
collaborative browsing session. When there is a change in URL, the new URL is 
communicated to the other collaborators in the session (abstract, column 3, lines 
25-41, 60-67, column 4, lines 5-15, 31-40, column 5, lines 35-55), Anupam, 
therefore, discloses posting the file name of predetermined formed compressed 
image data to the client terminals collaborating with said client terminal. 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to incorporate or implement posting a file name of 
image data to the client terminals collaboration with client terminal in Hunt's 
method in order to display new URL's to the other computers in the collaborating 
session. 
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Claim 1, which is representative of the other rejected independent claims 5, 7 and 8 with 

regard to similarly recited subject matter, reads as follows: 

1 . A method of communicating on a communication system having a client 
terminal connecting a server through a network and collaborating with other 
client terminals connected to said network, said method comprising the steps of: 

(a) generating an image file in response to an operator of said client 
terminal specifying a screen range of said client terminal, wherein the image file 
is generated based on image data from the specified screen range; 

(b) acquiring an image file name from said server; 

(c) converting said image file to generate a predetermined formed 
compressed image data which has a file name relating to said image file name; 

(d) sending said predetermined formed compressed image data to said 
server; and 

(e) posting the file name of said predetermined formed compressed image 
data to the client terminals collaborating with said client terminal. 

Neither Hunt nor Anupam, taken alone or in combination, teaches or suggests generating an 

image file in response to an operator of said client terminal specifying a screen range of said 

client terminal, wherein the image file is generated based on image data from the specified 

screen range. The Office action alleges that Hunt teaches this feature at column 2, lines 34-40, 

column 3, lines 3-4, 6*10, 18-20, 47-52, column 5, lines 1-5, column 9, lines 40-42, column 11, 

lines 5-9, 31-33, 35-37, 40-42, and column 12, lines 20-23, 49-51, which read as follows: 

a request for a graphical image from a client machine, the graphical image being 
stored on the server machine and having a predetermined total image size; 
obtaining image control information; determining an appropriate amount of data 
for the graphical image to be transmitted based on at least the image control 
information 

(Column 2, lines 34-40) 

sending image control information from the client machine to the server machine 
(Column 3 > lines 3-4) 

determined amount being based on at least the image control information. 
Preferably, the determined amount is a reduced amount, and the graphical image 
file received also has a determined format based on at least the image control 
information 

(Column3 , lines 6-10) 
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receive the request and the client image control information from the client 
machine, determine an appropriate amount of data for the graphical image file 
requested 

(Column 3, lines 18-20) 

Another advantage is that a user has a choice as to the amount of a graphical 
image file needed depending on an intended use for the image. For example, if 
images are simply being displayed in a small one inch by one inch arrangement* 
then only a small amount of the graphical image file need be transmitted. 

(Column 3, lines 47-52) 

Each such image is stored on the server 102 as an image file. The client 104 sends 
a request for an image over a link 1 06 to the server 102. The server 102 then in 
turn sends an appropriate amount of data for the corresponding image file to the 
client 104 over a link 108. 

(Column 5, lines 1-5) 

As an example, the request would identify the graphical image file desired 
together with a total image size and a requested quality level. 

(Column 9, lines 40-42) 

the web server processing 1000 determines 1008 an image format and file size for 
the requested graphical image file. In effect, the determining 1008 customizes the 
graphical image file based on criteria such as user's conditions, server's 
conditions, user's request or author's preference. 

(Column 11, lines 5-9) 

The image customization processing 1 100 initially obtains 1 102 image control 
data from the web browser (client image control data). 

(Column 11, lines 31-33) 

Next, a decision 1 106 determines whether the image control data from the web 
browser includes a user request. 

(Column 11, lines 35-37) 

If not, the file size for the determined image file is set 1 108 to userjize, which 
indicates that the file size is set by a user's choice or expected choice. 

(Column 1 1, lines 40-42) 
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When the user intends to use the graphical image file for display on a display 
device, the format includes a display format suitable for the display device 
associated with the web browser 

(Column 12, lines 20-23) 

The user preference could be a user selected choice of quality versus size for 
image files or something that is predicted for the user. 

(Column 12, lines 49-51) 
While all of these sections may relate to sending images from a client to a server, there is 
nothing in these sections, or any other section of Hunt, that teaches generating an image file in 
response to an operator of said client terminal specifying _a_$creen range of said client terminal , 
wherein the image file is generated based on image data from the specified screen range . There 
is no mention whatsoever in the Hunt reference as to selecting a screen range from a client 
terminal and generating an image based on image data from the specified screen range. Hunt 
only teaches a method and system for transmitting graphical images from a server to a client in 
response to a client request. There is no need in the system of Hunt to select a screen range from 
a client terminal and generate an image based on image data from the specified screen range. 

The Office Action, dated June 4, 2004, on page 6 states: 

Hunt explicitly discloses the operator of the client machine specifying image 
control information. The image is customized according to the need of the client 
computer (column 2, lines 34-40, column 3, lines 3-4, 6-10, 18-20, 47-52, column 
5, lines 1-5, column 9, lines 40-42, column 11, lines 5-9, 3 1-33, 35-37, 40-42, and 
column 12, lines 20-23, 49-51). 

Appellants respectfully disagree that any of these sections teaches or suggests generating 
an image file in response to an operator of said client terminal specifying a screen ranee of said 
client terminal wherein the image file is generated based on image data from the specified 
screen range. Hunt teaches in column 2, lines 31-43, that a graphical image is transmitted from a 
server machine to a client machine by receiving, at the server machine, a request for a graphical 
image from a client machine, the graphical image being stored on the server machine and having 
a predetermined total image size; obtaining image control information; determining an 
appropriate amount of data for the graphical image to be transmitted based on at least the image 
control information, the appropriate amount being less than or equal to the predetermined total 
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image size; and transmitting the graphical image to the extent of the appropriate amount from the 
server machine to the client machine . 

Hunt farther teaches at column 9, lines 37-45, that the client processing 700 initially 
requests 702 a graphical image file from the server (server machine) 102. As an example, the 
request would identify the graphical image file desired together with a total image size and a 
requested quality level . Then, a decision 704 determines whether the customization flag is set at 
the client 104. If the decision block 704 determines that the customization flag is set, then image 
control data is sent 706 from the cUent to the server 102 . The image control data is taught at 
column 12, lines 44-54, that the client image control data can, for example, include two basic 
types of data: user data and client system data. The user data includes, for example, user 
preference, intended use, and a specific quality level request. The intended use f for example, is 
for display or for printing a particular size graphical image. The user preference could be a user 
selected choice of quality versus size for image files or something that is predicted for the user. 
The client system data, for example, includes compression schemes supported by the client and 
server, transmission performance data, equipment information. 

These sections of Hunt clearly show that the client requests an image from the server, and 
based on client image control data, which is included in the request, an image is sent by the 
server to the client that meets with the client image control data. Nowhere in the Hunt reference, 
is it taught that the client selects a screen range from a client terminal and generates an image 
based on image data from the specified screen range . Hunt only teaches a method and system 
for transmitting graphical images from a server to a client in response to a client request There 
is no need in the system of Hunt to select a screen range from a client terminal and generate an 
image based on image data from the specified screen range. 

In response to these arguments, the Examiner stated in the Final Office Action dated 
March 9, 2005: 

Hunt discloses sending to the server from the client image control 
information. The information includes data or information obtained from the 
client that is useful in determining both the suitable amount of data and/or format 
for the graphical image files to be sent. The user has a choice as to the amount of 
graphical image file needed. For example, if images are simply being displayed 
in a small one-inch by one-inch arrangement, then only a small amount of the 
graphical image file need to be transmitted. Hunt plainly discloses the operator of 
the client machine specifying image control information takes into account the 
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careen range. As stated above, it could be one by one inch arrangement (screen 
size). The arrangement is the screen range. The size of the arrangement (screen 
size) is specified by the user in the image control information (column 2, lines 34- 
40, column 3, lines 3-4, 6-10, 18-20, 47=52, column 5, lines 1-5, column 9, lines 
40-42, column 11, lines 5-9, 31-33, 35-37, 40-42, column 12, lines 20-33, 49-51). 
Therefore, Hunt discloses generating an image file in response to an operator of a 
client terminal, specifying screen range of said terminal, wherein the image file is 
generated based on image data from the specified screen range. 

Appellant respectfully submits that the Examiner's interpretation of these sections of Hunt is 
inconsistent with the actual teaching of Hunt. That is Hunt teaches a system where a user 
requests a graphical image file from the server. The request identifies the graphical image file 
together with a total image size and a requested quality level (sec column 9, lines 38-54). While 
the total image size of the graphical image file may specify that the image is to be transmitted in 
a one-inch by one-inch size, the user may also specify that the graphical image file be 
transmitted in a two-inch by three-inch size, full screen size, page size, poster size or full size, 
(see Figure 6A) Thus, the graphical image file is the same no matter the size. Additionally, 
Hunt describes that the user may specify the quality of the file to be sent. That is, Hunt allows 
the user to specify if the user wants a very high quality image or a very low quality image. 
However, the graphical image file is the same no matter the quality. 

The present invention generates an image file in response to an operator of said client 
terminal specifying a screen range of said client terminal, wherein the image file is generated 
based on image data from the specified screen range. In Hunt, there is no image generated based 
upon the user selection of a potion of the displayed screen on the client terminal. Hunt merely 
allows a user to select one of a plurality of graphical image files that are previously stored on a 
server. In selecting one of the previously stored images, the user specifies the total image size to 
be transmitted and the requested quality of the graphical image file. Hunt does not generate an 
image file based on the user specifying a portion of the screen displayed on the client terminal. 

The Examiner's allegation that the user specifying a total size for the graphical image file 
to be a one by one inch arrangement (screen size), where the arrangement is the screen range is 
contrary to the teaching of Hunt. Hunt teaches that if the user wants to display the selected 
images, which are stored on the server, the user may select one-inch by one-inch files to be 
transmitted to the user so they may be displayed on the client terminal. However, the one-inch 
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by one-inch graphical image files are not generated at the client terminal but rather selected from 
a plurality of graphical image files stored on a server. 

In the Final Office Action, the Examiner further states: 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine 
the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established 
by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce that claimed 
invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found 
either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 107U 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed 
Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 2,d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir, 1992). In 
this case, combining Hunt and Anupam would enable new URL's to be displayed 
in order to display new URL's to other computers in the collaboration session. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized 
that any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based 
on hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge 
which was within the level of ordinary skill in the art at the time the claimed 
invention was made, and doses not include knowledge gleamed only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 
443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). 

Appellant respectfully submits that, since Hunt and Anupam, taken alone or in combination, fail 
to teach or suggest generating an image file in response to an operator of said client terminal 
specifying a screen range of said client terminal, there is no suggestion in either of the references 
to modify the references to include such features. That is, there is no teaching or suggestion in 
Hunt or Anupam that a problem exists for which generating an image file in response to an 
operator of said client terminal specifying a screen range of said client terminal, wherein the 
image file is generated based on image data from the specified screen range, is a solution. To the 
contrary, Hunt only transmits graphical images from a server to a client in response to a client 
request. Anupam teaches transmitting updated URL information to a collaborative session. 
Neither of the references even recognizes a need to select a screen range from a client terminal 
and generate an image based on image data from the specified screen range. 

One of ordinary skill in the art, being presented only with Hunt and Anupam, and without 
having a prior knowledge of Appellant's claimed invention, would not have found it obvious to 
combine and modify Hunt and Anupam to arrive at Appellant's claimed invention. To the 
contrary, even if one were somehow motivated to combine Hunt and Anupam, and it were 
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somehow possible to combine the systems, the result would not be the invention, as recited in 
claim 1 . The resulting system still would not select a screen range from a client terminal and 
generate an image based on image data from the specified screen range. 

Thus, neither Hunt nor Anupam, either alone or in combination, teach or suggest all of 
the features in independent claims 1, 5, 7 and 8. At least by virtue of their dependency on claims 
1, 5, 7 and 8, the specific features of claims 1 2-24 are not taught or suggested by Hunt and 
Anupam, taken alone or in combination. Accordingly, Appellant respectfully requests that the 
rejection of claims 1, 5, 7, 8, and 12-24 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) not be sustained. 



A2. Claims 12. 17. and 20 



With regard to claims 12, 17 and 20, the combination of Hunt and Anupam does not 
teach or suggest where the operator specifies a screen range of said client terminal by 
manipulating a mouse to define a frame, wherein the frame encloses the screen range. The 
Office Action alleges that Hunt teaches this feature. As discussed above, Hunt does not select a 
screen range from a client terminal and generate an image based on image data from the 
specified screen range. Thus, there would be no need for the Hunt reference to manipulate a 
mouse to define a frame that would enclose a screen range. Accordingly, Appellant respectfully 
requests that the rejection of claims 12, 17, and 20 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) not be sustained. 

A3. Claims 13. 18. and It 

With regard to claims 13, 18 and 21, the combination of Hunt and Anupam does not teach 
or suggest where the operator specifies a screen range of said client terminal by selecting an 
application window, wherein a frame of the application window defines the screen range. The 
Office Action alleges that Hunt teaches this feature. Again, as discussed above, Hunt does not 
select a screen range from a client terminal and generate an image based on image data from the 
specified screen range. Thus, there would be no need for the Hunt reference to specify a screen 
range of a client terminal by selecting an application window that defines the screen range. 
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Accordingly, Appellant respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 13, 18, and 21 under 35 
IXS,C. § 103(a) not be sustained. 

A4, Claims 14- 19. and 22 

With regard to claims 14, 19 and 22, the combination of Hunt and Anupam does not 
teach or suggest acquiring a device context of a desktop window and generating a desktop 
window image corresponding to the device context of the desktop window, wherein the screen 
range is a portion of the desktop window. The Office Action alleges that Hunt teaches this 
feature. Once again, as discussed above, Hunt does not select a screen range from a client 
terminal and generate an image based on image data from the specified screen range. Thus, 
there would be no need for the Hunt reference to acquire a device context of a desktop window 
and generate a desktop window image corresponding to the device context of the desktop 
window. Accordingly, Appellant respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 14, 19, and 22 
under 35 US,C. § 103(a) not be sustained. 

AS. Claims 15. 16. 23, and 24 

As a final example, with regard to claims 15, 16, 23 and 24 the combination of Hunt and 
Anupam does not teach or suggest wherein the operator of said client terminal specifies the 
screen range during a capture mode, as recited in claims 15 and 23 or suspending the capture 
mode, receiving input from the operator to activate a hidden window image and resuming the 
capture mode, as recited in claims 16 and 24. The Office Action alleges that Hunt teaches this 
feature. Once again, as discussed above, Hunt does not select a screen range from a client 
terminal and generate an image based on image data from the specified screen range. Thus, 
there would be no need for the Hunt reference to make use of a capture mode to specify the 
screen range. In fact, the term "capture mode" does not appear in the Hunt reference. 
Accordingly, Appellant respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 15, 16, 23, and 24 under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) not be sustained. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the above, Appellant respectfully submits that claims 1, 5, 7, 8, and 12-24 at 
allowable over the cited prior art and that the application is in condition for allowance. 
Accordingly, Appellant respectfully requests the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences to 
not sustain the rejections set forth in the Final Office Action. 



^/X^v^-^ln » j\ 

Francis Lammes 
Reg. No. 55,353 
Yee & Associates, p.c. 
PO Box 802333 
Dallas, TX 75380 
(972) 385-8777 
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n, ATMS APPENDIX 

The text of the claims involved in the appeal are: 

1 . A method of communicating on a communication system having a client terminal 
connecting a server through a network and collaborating with other client terminals connected to 
said network, said method comprising the steps of: 

(a) generating an image file in response to an operator of said client terminal specifying 
a screen range of said client terminal, wherein the image file is generated based on image data 
from the specified screen range; 

(b) acquiring an image file name from said server, 

(c) converting said image file to generate a predetermined formed compressed image 
data which has a file name relating to said image file name; 

(d) sending said predetermined formed compressed image data to said server; and 

(e) posting the file name of said predetermined formed compressed image data to the 
client terminals collaborating with said client terminal. 

5. A client terminal connecting a server through a network and collaborating with other 
client terminals connected to said network, said client terminal comprising: 

(a) a screen range selector for specifying a screen range in response to operation for 
specifying screen range by an operator; 

(b) an image file generator for acquiring an image according to said screen range and 

generating an image file; 

(c) a file acquisition for acquiring an original name from said server; 
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(d) an image file converter for converting said image file to generate a predetermined 
formed compressed image data; 

(e) a file transmitter for sending to said server said predetermined formed compressed 
image data which has a file name relating to said original name; and 

(f) a posting division for posting the file name of said predetermined formed compressed 
image data to the client terminals collaborating with said client terminal. 

7. A communication system having a first and a second client terminal connecting with a 
network and a server connecting said first and a second terminal through said network, said 
communication system comprising: 
the first client terminal comprising: 

(al) an image file generator for, in response to operation for specifying a screen range by 
an operator, generating an image file according to said operation; 

(a2) a file name acquisition division for acquiring an original name from said server; 
(a3) an image file converter for converting said image file to generate a predetermined 
formed compressed image data; 

(a4) a file transmitter for sending to said server said predetermined formed compressed 
image data which has a file name relating to said original name; and 

(a5) a posting division for posting the name of said predetermined formed compressed 
image data to said second client terminal, and 

(b) a server comprising a file name generator for generating an original name capable of 
uniquely identifying said first client terminal in response to a request from said first client 
terminal and posting it to said first client terminal; and 
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(c) , second client terminal for delaying said predetermined formed composed image 
data of said server on a Web browser on .aid second ciient terminal M on the name of said 
predetermined formed compressed image data sen. from said first client terminal 

^controlling eo^muru'eation performed on a communicanon sy*emhaving echen. terminal 

comprising the program codes for: 

(a) directing said client terminal to generate an image file in response . an operator of 

generated based on image data from the specified screen range; 

(b) directing said client terminal to acqoire an image file name from said server, 

(=) directing said client termina! » convert said image file and genera* . predetermined 

from said server, 
to said server; and 

(e) direcdng said client terminal to post the file name of said pr.de.erm M formeo 

,2 The memod of claim 1. wherein the operator specifies a screen range of said cHen. 
terminal by manipulating a mouse to define a frame, wherein the frame encloses the screen 



range. 
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,3 TWthod of claim 1, wherein the operator specifies a grange of anient 

b, Meeting . ^on wind™, wherein a Aamc of the application window define, 
the screen range. 

14. The method of claim 1, ftirther comprising: 

acquiring a device context of a desktop window; and 

generatingadeslctopw.ndow image corresponding to ft. device context ofthe desktop 
window, wherein the screen range is a portion of the desktop window. 

range during a capture mode. 

16. The method of claim 15, further comprising: 
suspending the capture mode; 

waiving input ta> *e operator » . «*■ «**• ^ -* 

resuming the capture mode. 

„ me cUen 1 ^a,ofclairn5,wne^*eop OTM »peeif.e3« S ereenran 8 eofsa i dcUe„. 

range. 
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the screen range. 



,, n. cli« «U of data. 5, whe^m ft. ■"»*■ ' **" 

» Thcs.oagcnKdtoofc.aimS.wh^n.h.^^asc^^of^ 

range. 

a ^^e^or^S-wh^^op^torsp^a^^of-o 
defines the screen range. 



„■ f ,i« m 8 said software product further comprising the program 
22. The storage medium of claim 8, saia sonwdre y 

codes for. 

ar««n»^c UCT «. OT ina,«»ac,»i re a*vi= e co,«x. ofadc^wWow;^ 

toc , BgS a M c.ic».^-S»»-^^^« >roSP0 * 8tete 
^^^^^^^^^^ 



window. 
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screen range during a capture mode. 

f ,i«tn 23 said software product further comprising the program 
24. The storage medium of claim 23, saici sonwwc f 

codes for: 

directing said client ttrmtari to *« ««*« ^ 

window image; and 

Meeting said client terminal to resume the capture mode. 
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pTppnwnt APPENDIX 

There is no evidence to be presented. 
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RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

There are no related proceedings. 
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